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Abstract: The objective of this paper is to emphasize the direct charges and taxes corresponding to the 
agriculture entities, the fiscal incidence and the manner in which this depends upon the offer and demand of the 
goods or services on the market, upon the type of competition that determines the manner in which the prices are set, 
the studies in the field of fiscality have paid a special attention to the principles which an optimum fiscality should be 
based on: an important role is played by the conciliation of the efficiency with the equity of the taxes, of the 
compatibility with the globalization tendencies that are registered on a global level, but also with the traditions and 
constraints of each national economy. The level of fiscality in an economy is related to the role that the state 
considers that it must play in the deployment of the economic and social life, being also influenced by the relation 
between the public and the private sector in that specific economy. In this sense, in this article we aim at bringing up 
to light the main theoretical and practical aspects related to the settlement, the tracking and the collecting of the main 
fiscal revenues of the agriculture entities.  
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Nowadays, the democratic developed countries, confronted to the request to reduce more 
and more their interference in order to let free way of action for the forces of the market, are 
conscientious of the disastrous social consequences that could come up, that would generate 
economic discontent and dysfunctions. [3] 
The prosperity of the tax is appreciated today, in the western countries, as being more like 
an obstacle for the investments, for the consumption and economic activity in general than as an 
instrument leading to social justice. We can state that the taxes play their role as instrument in the 
service of economic efficiencies related to the allocation and the regularization function exerted 
by the State; the State appearing as a means to correct the limits of the mechanisms of the market 
and as instrument of micro economy policy. [1] 
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 
Coordination of direct taxation systems of member states 
 
The initiative of EC consists of promotion of commune problems derived from numerous 
interactions of existing fiscal systems in the frame of intern market. EC presents its availability to 
help member states in definition of principles which to permit finding of adequate solutions and 
to improve the practical ways of administrative cooperation. The EC objective is not to substitute 
the national fiscal systems with a community fiscal system, but to impel cooperation between 
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member states, to improve the legislation cooperation of these countries, to guarantee a better 
function of 27 different national systems.[2]  
EC specifies that is necessary to have o coordinative support in covering other aspects of 
direct taxation (retention at source, measures against tax dodging, succession rights). The 
initiative of coordination of fiscal systems is complementary to legislative initiatives undertaken 
by EC in matter of direct taxes. The commission anticipates that the only systematic way of 
fighting against persistent fiscal obstacles with which are confronting enterprises that affect 
operation in one or more member states is to permit the multinational groups to be taxed for all 
their activities in EU, on a commune taxation base, consolidated for societies’ tax. [4] 
EC announces the intention to present in 2008 a global legislative proposal regarding 
creation of a commune taxation basis consolidated for company’s tax, this will be applied only to 
societies that satisfy the criterion established in this sense. Stays necessary, in general, guarantee 
of a better coordination of national fiscal systems, in the advantage of enterprises and private 
sector, to prevent the erosion of taxation base of member states. [11] 
EC published also 2 communications regarding the specific sectors of outlet taxation and 
compensation of loses for societies and groups of societies. The sector regarding to outlet 
taxation, refers to the fiscality of private companies and enterprises. The commission formulizes 
proposals over the way in which the member states can coordinate their action to eliminate 
discrimination or double taxation.[7] 
Numerous member states try to tax the plus of value generated by the values of a tax payer 
(physic or juridical person) established on its territory. In national context, these pluses of value 
are taxed, in general, when they are realised, meaning in the moment they are sold or given. In 
the same time, when a tax payer leaves a member state, to install in another one, before selling its 
patrimony, origin state risks losing the right of taxation over the value plus generated by this 
values. Another example would be if a society transfers its residence in another member state, or 
transfers its values to a controlled company in another member state, the resident state of origin 
risks to lose in part its right of taxation over value plus generated when this company was 
established on its territory. Numerous member states tried to resolve this problem taxing the 
latent value plus, but still unrealised, in the moment in which the tax payer transfers its fiscal 
residence or its values in another state of EU. The Court of Justice of EC deliberated already that 
the immediate recover of the tax of value plus still unrealised, in the moment of actives transfer 
in other EU country s contrary the principle of establishing liberty; also the Court of Justice 
established that the member states cannot conform the tax payers to disproportionately, as 
obligation to constitute bank guarantees or assignation of a fiscal representative which guarantees 
the recovery of the fiscal credit in the moment of realisation of new actives in the new member 
state of residence. [8] 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 
 
The economic policies that give priority to action over the global request use taxes as a 
means of conjectural stabilization. From this point of view the intervention of the state is 
considered beneficial because of macro economic nature reasons. Although the field of fiscality 
is full of reform projects, the fiscal inertia generated by objective factors, as well as subjective 
ones, manages most of the times to stop their application. The objective factors concern the 
mechanism of power in the specific country as well as the closer and closer interdependence 
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between countries. The most important subjective factor that acts is the psychology of the tax 
payer who is convinced that the changes in the fiscal area will lead to an increase of his fiscal 
burden. In the developed societies, the fiscal systems have an evolution which, observed on a 
long term emphasizes significant changes that could be regarded generally as being related to 2 
types of actions: [8] 
- Reforms that refer to a long term project, that will lead to attaining some clear 
objectives that have important consequences on the entire fiscal system. In this 
category, we can introduce the option for the type of progressive taxation and the 
tendency to reduce the fiscal pressure on the economic entities.  
- Adjustments of different fiscal regulations, generated either by the need to face some 
conjectural situation, or by pressuring certain groups of interests, these modifications 
inducing the increase in complexity and capacity of the fiscal system. 
The analysis of the relation between the accounting and the fiscality of the agriculture entity 
imposes taking into consideration the fiscal risk that the entity takes when it allocates the fiscal 
regulations. These are in some cases exaggerated, in other instable, or even excessive and even 
deprived of realism and efficiency, which leads to the uncertainty of the correct ones, who wish 
to respect them, but because of the inconsequence of these do not fully succeed, falling 
sometimes without willing in tax dodging.[9] 
The Fisc admits a certain ability of the taxable subject related to the fiscal regulations called 
fiscal ability. This supposes taking a certain risk in applying the fiscal regulations as the 
agriculture entities re interested in determination and the payment to the budget of the taxes and 
charges in a smallest quantum possible, maintaining its treasury in this way at an acceptable level 
which should allow to make payments to third parties for those activities that concern: 
investments, insurance of the inventories, of the labor force, etc, in other words for the 
remuneration of the production factors. [5] 
There is thus a conflict between the fiscal interest to attract in a biggest quantum possible of 
the budgetary resources and the interest of the entity to limit that, by exploiting all the 
possibilities offered by the law, but most of all, using the experience, the wisdom and the 
knowledge of the experts in the field. It is necessary under these circumstances to insure a 
balance between the wish of the local authorities to insure their budget resources through an 
excessive fiscality and the actions of the agriculture entities to limit this fiscality, under the 
protection of the law, as well as through the professionalism of their own experts.[10] 
 
Comparative characteristics of the fiscal and accounting system in agriculture  
 
We will try to present in this article the characteristic of the fiscal system of agriculture entities 
expressing the mutual relation between accounting and fiscality.   
The existence of economic relations on the market conditioned the increase of accounting role 
and the information supplied by it, the main objective of accounting consists in insurance with 
necessary dates to the information users both intern and extern ones. In financial reports, 
agriculture entities must present accounting information objectively real, regarding the situation 
of the patrimony, financial information and financial result. [12] In this sense accounting does not 
have functions of fiscal payments calculation and is not oriented to realisation of fiscal functions. 
At the elaboration of financial reports must be respected exactly the accounting rolls specified in 
accounting law no. 82/1991. International Standards of Financial Report and concomitantly the 
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accounting registrations that are related to taxes must be applied exactly the rolls from Fiscal 
Code of Romania and other fiscal normative acts. Fiscal rolls have not as purpose obtaining a 
accurate image of the operations of agriculture entities, but defends the interests of the state and 
stimulates certain activities. Because the accounting and fiscal rolls are different, are obtained 
different economic indicators, the differences appear cause of unrecognising and limitation of 
some expenses and revenues by the Fiscal Code in comparison with National accounting norms, 
use of different methods of actives evaluation, of calculation of fixed means usage. For assurance 
of request realisation regarding to a unique informational base, is necessary that the economic 
terminology used by the accounting and fiscal system also to be identical. What we will try to 
realise forward is to distinguish the fact that the accounting and fiscal system are different not 
only through normative basis, but also through a line of other criteria that we will present 
forward.  
1. a) The purpose of accounting system is presentation of objective accounting information 
regarding patrimonial situation and financial result of the agriculture entity activity.  
b) The fiscal system represents the correct determination of the taxable revenue, income tax 
and other taxes, the correct and complete transfer and at the right time at the budget.  
2. The basic task  
a) Accounting system – chronologic and systematic registration, processing and posting of 
information regarding the patrimony – control of made patrimonial operations, processing 
and use procedures and the precision of accounting; 
- Supplying the necessary information for determination of national patrimony, 
budgetary execution, inclusive the elaboration of financial round-up on the 
ensemble of national economy.  
b) Systematic collection, reflection and processing of the information regarding fiscal debts 
of agriculture entities; 
- Administration, verification and control of the calculation correctitude and the 
transfer to the state budget; 
- Information presentation regarding the balance account of the fiscal funds and 
debts of agriculture entities to assurance of the necessary resources at the budget.   
3. Normative base  
Users of economic financial information: 
a) Intern users – managers of the economic entity, the employees. Extern users, clients, 
suppliers, investors, creditors, fiscal organs, mass- media, audit companies, assurance 
companies, statistic organs; 
b) Fiscal organs, financial and credit institutions, fiscal control organs; 
4. Measuring rate 
a) Natural, value, natural – conventional; 
b) Value 
5. Evidence form  
a) Journal Book, Inventory Book, Big Book;  
b) Books and documents elaborated by the State fiscal service; 
6. Basis principles  
a) Faithful image, activity continuity, prudence, specialisation of exercises, method 
permanence, irretrievable, relative importance, sincerity of continuity priority over form. 
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b) Universality, initiative, stability and elasticity, compulsoriness, territorial equity, un-
discrimination, legitimacy, neutrality, impersonality, simplicity.  
7. Report components 
a) Balance sheet, report regarding financial results, report regarding the flux of money 
means, report regarding motion of own capital, annexes, explicative note.  
b) Fiscal declarations, reports on types of tax, information note, personal sheet, calculation 
bordered, books for evidence of personal accounts.  
 
8. Way of reflection of economic-financial operations  
a) System of double registration in accounting counts; 
b) Analytic book keeping in special books without register of double registration; 
 
9. Report period  
a) Quarterly, yearly, with the tendency of registering only the annual ones;  
b) Monthly, quarterly, in function of the terms indicated by the state fiscal organs (public) 
Behind our study we can observe that the fiscal system differs from the accounting one after all 
the reference criteria selected by us, but both systems are elaborated in accordance with 
international norms, fulfilling their tasks imposed by them.  
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
The economic theory of fiscality places the study of the effects of tax at the micro economic 
level as well as macro economic level in the center of the preoccupations. In this sense, the basic 
concept is the fiscal incidence: who will take in the end the burden of the tax and how it is 
diffused, through the system of the prices, in the entire economy. Acting upon some variables 
that it has at its disposal, the price or the quantity of goods, or the manufacturing factors, 
localization, etc. the tax payer established by law, will look to transfer upon other agents the 
fiscal burden of the taxes. The existence of the possibility to transfer the fiscal burden imposes 
the differentiation between the formal or legal incidence and the economic incidence, consisting 
in the final impact on the agents. 
The multiple legal transformations in the fiscal field, determined by the need to harmonize the 
European fiscal systems, have generated fundamental changes in the way of settlement and 
collection of taxes and charges in our country 
The taxes and charges represent in fact, the basis of the entire fiscal activity, being constituted 
through regulations of fiscal nature; the latter do not and cannot be left aside as basic elements in 
the presentation of the notions that refer to the fiscal field. In the same time, the application of the 
fiscal regulations, the dimensioning, the settlement and the collection in the last phase of the 
taxes and charges cannot be materialized without the existence of a fiscal mechanism, of some 
methods, techniques and fiscal instruments which applied could respect some requests that the 
fiscal system should respect in order to be considered as national, as well as to harmonize with 
the fiscal policy in the E.U. countries.  
As it is difficult to imagine a society without taxes, the critics addressed to fiscality aim 
especially at the economic effects of the taxes taking in consideration the administration of the 
taxes, the ways of application, and the procedures of elaboration of the political decision. The tax 
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on revenue is the most often criticized, as it seriously affects the demand of the fiscal neutrality, 
being in the same time the most often mentioned in the reform propositions. 
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